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Please find below and or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



Application No. ^^^^ Applicant(s) 

:9 9"4 062 SCHAUB ET A. 

Office Action Summary Examiner Arrtlnit — 

c ^ speaks 28^8 



" The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPiRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 136(a) In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) fVIONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirly (30) days a reply v.ithm the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days v;ill be considered timely 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period .-.ill apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to reply v.ithm the set or extended period for reply w.ilL by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C § 133) 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 704(b) 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09 October 2001 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)[S This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution as to the mehts is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 21 3. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [I] Clainn(s) 1-23 is/are pending in the application, 

4a) Of the above clainn(s) 12-23 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) T^iS is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) 9-11 is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to resthction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) [I] The specification is objected to by the Examiner, 

10) n The drawing{s) filed on is/are ajD accepted or biQ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the dravvingis;) be held in abeyance See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 

1 1) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

1 3) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign prionty under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) G The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic prionty under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Atlachment(s) 

Notice of References Cited iPTO-892. 4, □ inter.iew Surrmary ('PTO-41 3- Paper Nois:* 

2) EH Notice of Draftsperson s Patent Drawing Review iPTC-948 . 5 [H Not'ce of Informal Patent Application iPTO-152) 

3:i Information Disclosure Statementfs:. iPTO-1449:. Pape^ No : 6 l] Othe^ 



PTO-326 (Re. 04-01 Office Action Summary Part of Paper No 3 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121: 

I. Claims 1-11. drawn to A Package and Window Combination, classified in 
class 250, subclass 239. 

II. Claims 12-21 , drawn to A Method for Providing a Hermetic Seal, classified 
in class 359. subclass 819. 

III. Claims 22-23, drawn to A Method of Forming a Lens, classified in class 
264, subclass 1.32. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 

Inventions II and I are related as process of making and product made. The 
inventions are distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1 ) that the 
process as claimed can be used to make other and materially different product or (2) 
that the product as claimed can be made by another and materially different process 
(MPEP § 806.05(f)). In the instant case the method of invention II could be used to 
make a device different from invention I. 

Inventions I and III are unrelated. Inventions are unrelated if it can be shown that 
they are not disclosed as capable of use together and they have different modes of 
operation, different functions, or different effects (MPEP § 806.04. MPEP § 808.01 ). 
Invention III merely claims the method a making a particular type of lens and has no 
steps which require the lens to be used with elements as claimed in invention I. 
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Moreover, invention I places no restrictions on the way the lens is made and may use a 
lens made in a totally different fashion from that claimed in invention III. 

During a telephone conversation with David Collins on 2/21/2003 a provisional 
election was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of Combination of a 
Package and Window, claims 1-11. Affirmation of this election must be made by 
applicant in replying to this Office action. Claims 12-23 are withdrawn from further 
consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b). as being drawn to a non-elected 
invention. 

Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 2, 
line 2, the number "7, 1 1 7,705" should read ~6, 1 1 7,705-, in order to agree with the 
corresponding patent submitted in the IDS. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which It is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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Claims 6-8 rejected under 35 U.S C. 112, first paragraph, as containing subject 
matter which was not descnbed in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and/or use the invention. 

Regarding Claim 8. the term 'anti-aliasing surface' is not mentioned in the 
specification, nor is it said to be well known in the art. Therefore, the specification 
would not enable a person of skill in the art to make or use the invention of Claim 8. 

Regarding Claim 6, the term "field flattener" is not described in the specification, 
nor is it said to be well known in the art. Therefore, the specification would not enable a 
person of skill in the art to make or use the invention of Claim 6. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding Claim 6. it is unclear what the term 'field flattenei^' ts intended to 
mean, as the specification does not describe the properties of a 'field flattener". 

Regarding Claim 8. it is unclear what the term "anti-aliasing surface" is intended 
to mean, as the specification does not describe the properties of a 'anti-aliasing 
surface'. 
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Claims not specifically mentioned are indefinite due to their dependency from an 
indefinite base claim. 

Further regarding Claims 6-8. no art has been applied to these claims as the 
scope of the limitations is so unclear. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims Vaf^d-9=5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wu (5,81 1 ,799) in view of Pnmeaux (5.331 ,205) 

Regarding Claim 1 , Wu teaches a package containing a sensor die 50 combined 
with a optically transparent window with a lens 303 which is glued (i.e. hermetically 
sealed) to the top of the walls (See Fig. 6c and 1 0b). Although Wu teaches the lens 
being plastic, Wu does not teach a thermoset plastic. However, Primeaux teaches a 
sensor die protected by a thermosetting plastic (Col. 4, lines 56-68). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a lens/window in the 
device of Wu as a thermoset plastic, as such a thermoset plastic is well known in the art 
as shown by Primeaux. in order to provide a lens which can be made by molding into 
any shape one desires. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 
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Regarding Claim 2, the modified device of Wu does not the teaches the package 
being made from ceramics. However. Wu does not teach what the base 10 is made 
from other than that it is an insulator. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide a ceramic base, as the use of ceramics in electronics 
as insulators is well known in the art as an obvious design choice, in order to provide 
cheap and readily accessible building materials. 

Regarding Claim 3, the modified device of Wu teaches the thermoset plastic lens 
comprises a transparent epoxy (Pnmeaux Col. 4, lines 56-68). 

Regarding Claim 4, the modified device of Wu teaches the epoxy is a self- 
releasing and fast cure resin (Pnmeaux Col. 1. lines 38-55). 

Regarding Claim 5, the modified device of Wu teaches the lens and window are 
integral (Wu Col. 3. lines 5-7, see Fig, 10b). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 9-10 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Enc Spears whose telephone number is (703) 306- 



# 
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0033, The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 10:00am to 
6:30pm 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner s 
supervisor. Dave Porta can be reached on (703) 308-4852. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 308-7724. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0956. 



EJS 

02/21/03 




